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P R E F A C E, 


HEN § wrote the following Letters, I 
had not the moft diftant idea of col- 
leGting them togcther; but fome of my friends 
at the London Tavern and the Queen*s- 
Arms, have affured me that they have been 
favorably received by the public, and have 
therefore advifed me to publihh them.—This 
Ido, in jullice to rry tricnd the Proprietor, 
whoie fentiments on India A ffairs, as contain- 
ed in iome of che leerers, may perhaps afford 
information to thofe, who may have been 
mifled by the infinuations in the Ninth and 
Tenth Reports. 


A I was 


PREF AC E. 


I was alfo induced to colle@ thefe letters 
together, from having feen the Ninth Re. 
pore advertifed for fale, and earneftly recom- 
mended to all captains of thips and others, 
who were defirous that their friends in India, 
fhould be thoroughly and authentically in- 
formed of the ftate of the Company’s A fairs. 
I do think it the duty of every honeft man, 
to detect and expofe, as far as in his power, 
the falfities contained in that grofé libel, 
which was printed fome time ago as a pam- 
phiet, and 1s ftill publickly fold under the 
title of “the Ninth Report of the Sele&t Com- 
mittee,” and has been repeatedly advertifed 
a3 containing an account of the Hon. Warren 
FHaftings, Efq. 


A CITIZEN. 
Bread-Sireet, 


Sept. 10, 1783, 





LET TER §, &e. 





LETTER I, 
Mr. Eptror, 


HAVE lately read two letters, addrefled 
to Mr. Burke, by a Major John Scoet, 
and I find, upon enquiry, that this perfon is 
the agent of Mr. Haftings,; and that Mr. 
Haflings has hitherto baffled every attempt 
made by Parliament, by Munifters, and by 
the Court of Directors, to remove him from 
the povernment of Bengal, I mutt confefs to 
you, Mr. Editor, that I looked up to Mr. 
Burke, for many years,as to a fuperior being. 
—His eloquence, his learning, his philan- 
thropy, and his drfintereftednefs, were unquef- 
tronable with a great majority of the nation, 
as well as with myfelf, His conJu& in office 
laft 


(4) 

laft year, was not, however, quite upon a par 
with his former profeffions, and the cagecnefs 
with which he has purfued, his own interc&, 
and the intereft of his relations, fince the me- 
morable and difgraceful coalition took place, 
has induced me te believe that Mr. Burke is ar 
feat as frail a mortal as myielf. 


I know nothing of Mr. Haftings, and I 
believed Mr. Burke was adluated by che 
pureft motives, in oppofing that gentleman. 
He reprefented him as the author of the Ma 
ratta war; the caufe of the invafion of the 
Carnaric , and, of all che fubfequent miferics 
and diftreffes, ta which that unhappy country 
has fo long been fubjedt. I was prefert too, 
iy the gallery of the Houfe of Commons, 
when he fo folernnly pledged himfelf to God, 
the Houfc of Commans, and his country, to 
prove Nir. SJaflings a meoft notorious delin 
quent , and when he iaid the work would be 
aftonifaed at a Reporc he was foon to bring 
forwards. I was fo much affected, Mr. Editor, 
with Mr. Burke’s eloqueat dechamation, that 
¥ ceally wondered how any fet of men could 
be fo mad as to proce, for a moment, fuch a 
fhocking charaéter as this Mr, Hafings ap- 


peared 
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peared to be. I watched with impatience the 
publication of Mr. Burke’s Report; 1 read it 
with attention, but without finding proof .of 
Mr. Haftings’ delinquency; though,:4o be 
fure, it did appear to me that he had carned 
che power of patronage to.20 wnwarrantable 
extent, in one inftance, as Nir, Burke ftated it. 
The appendix I bad not then an apportuay 
of feeing, aa it was not publifited. 


When this Mr. Scott's letters e2me out, £ 
fent : igumediately to Sewell’s for the pam- 
phier; I read them, and I muft declare to 
you, Mr. Editor, if whac Major Scott ad- 
vances ts founded in truth, he has molt com- 
pletely exculpated Mr, Haftings; but if he 
has milreprefented any cincumitanee, I hope 
he will be putithed with the utmoft fevericy 
of the law. One point I can vouch for, that 
his quorations from the Appendix, which 1} 
have lately read, are very exact, and I with, 
Mr, Editor, the condu& of his Mayefty’s mi- 
nifters would, at all times, bear fo fevere a 
feruciny as the conduct of Mr. Hattiags has 
done, particularly in the article of rhe expen- 
Oiture of public monary. 


I really 
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I teally conceived, Mr. Editor, that My, 
Haftings had fent Mr. Scott to England, with 
a view of fecuring him in the poffeffion of 
the government of Bengal, by management, a 
word of extenfive fignification; but I find, 
upon enquiry, that Mr. Haftings has in- 
variably preffled for a decifion, without ex- 
preffing much folicitude as to what it may be; 
and that Mr. Scott's fole obje&t has been to 
defend the charafter of Mr. Haftings from 
the ungenerous attacks of men, who are eager- 
ly waiting for appointments to the Supreme 
Council of India. I find too, upon enquiry, 
Mr. Editor, that fuch is the opinion Mr, 
Haftings’s conftituents have of his abilities, 
integrity, and honor, (and the Proprietors of 
India Stock are as independent men as any 
in this kingdom) that although the late mi- 
nifters were againit him; although che Rock- 
ingham party, (formerly his firmeft friends) 
and thirteen Direétors, including the Chair- 
man and his Deputy, were againft him, yet 
their united and ftrenuous endeavours, aided 
by Treafury letters, could only produce 
feventy-fve.votes, out of five hundred and 
four, for his diimiffion; four hundred and 
twenty-eight voting for his continuance. A 

majority 
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majority fo confiderable in his favor, muft 
weceffarily have had great weight, and will, I 
dare fay, induce every Member of che Houle 
of Commons to examine and judge for him&lf 
in future; and not, as Iam afraid was the 
cafe lait year, depend upon the judgment, 
the integrity, and the impartiality of Mr. 
Edmund Burke. Let me again obferve to 
you, Mr. Editor, that if Major Scott has. 
dared to m:freprefent a fingle circumftance in 
his letters, he ought to be profecured with the 
utmoft feverity of the law, if he has not, 
what reparation can the author of the Ninth 
Report make, for wantonly traducing the 
character of an abfent man? 


rt atts 
29,1783, 
es A CITIZEN. 


LETTER IU 


Mr. Epitor, 


THANK yow for your {peedy infertion of 
my kuer of the agth ult.—and I feel fo 
well pleafed with being ia puat, for the Grit 
time thefe fifty years, that I may perhaps 
trouble you in future. I affure you, Mr. 
Editor, my attention has been very ftrongly 
drawn to the Ninth Report of the Sel & Com- 
mittee.—Our Parliamentary orators have re- 
prefented Eaft Indians as little bereer chan 
Devils upon earth, and I expeéted to find 
{ome proofs of the delinquency of the man Mr. 
Burke defcribes, as the firft and moft notorious 
of thefe plunderers: 1 mean Mr, Hattings. 
There is but one accufation againit him in the 
Ninth Report, which appeared to bear hard 
wpon him; and that is what I hinted at in my 
lait letter,-giving a contract to the fon of Mr, 
Sulivan, the late Chairman of the Court of 
Dirce- 
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tors, upon improper terms.—To be fure, Me, 
Editor, it this could have been proved, # 
would have funk Mr. Haftings in:the opinion 
ot every honeft man, but, to my furprise 
and fatisfachon, | find this tranfaction fo fully 
explained, fo completely jultified from , aa- 
thentic records (unlets the Appendin-deceives 
me) that every hone man on our fide Tet 
ple Bar, will pronounce Mr. Haftings excul- 
pated from the charge of waiting the peblic 
moncy for private parpofes. 


I have avery great refpedt, Mr. Editor, 
for our moft excellene Conftitution.Bur I 
do think it a misfortune, that é¢ fhould be 
ftrictly conftirutional for a Committee of the 
Houfe of Commons to reprefeat a man in 
high office, as a very bafe and unworthy chs- 
racter, and then to let the matter drop alto- 
gether ;—for in this Ninth Report it is ob- 
ferved, “© That the Committee do not bring 
** charges, though their Reports may furnith 
‘© matter for charges.” And further, “ That 
“ they are not obliged to report abl they heac 
** or know upon a fubyedt.”-—“ Thatic is at 
** the diferetion of the party accufed, to re- 
“ ply, or not, hereafter."—=Why, what a 

B dott rine 
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So@rine ts this, Mr. Editor? What honef¥ 
man, in future, can fleep in peace in his bed, 
who has had any tranfactions with the public ? 
He may be abufed and fcandalized, his.cha- 
acter may be attacked,.to an(wer a private 
purpofe, as was really the cafe with Mr. Sus 
tivan and Sir William James ;—and, after all, 
a Secretary of Scate may get upin the Houk, 
_and fay, the determination of his innocence 
awit be poftponed toa future day , ‘by thefe 
means leaving the malicious part of mankind 
co draw conclufions of the guilt of gentlemen 
who were ready and eager to prove their in- 
nocence. Now in the cafe of Mr, Haftings, 
to be (ure, any man who reads the Ninth Re- 
port, will think him guilty: but let the fame 
man read the Appendix, and Mr. Scott's let- 
vers, and he wili pronounce, as Ido, that 
Mr. Haft'ngs has been bafely, and fcanda. 
loufly treated. 


I have feen, Mr. Editor, in feveral of your 
papers, and indeed in other papers too, an 
account of the appointment of one William 
Burke, Efq, to the office of Receiver of the 
Balances duc from the Company to the Crown: 
in India, You have been fo accurate as to 


ftate 
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frate the different orders that were iffued from 
thence, and the periods at which. they were 
iffued. Stil, however, this affair appeared 
co me fo extraordinary, thatd could not give 
credit to it. That a man, who like Mr. 
Edmund Burke, had tatked for many years 
of the necefity of public aconomy; who 
had even atcackea the Civil Lift ; who inter- 
fered in the domeilic arcanpemencts of our 
moft gracious Sovereign, God bicis him‘ 
who had brought ina bill to abolith fuadry 
offices, by which very many worthy fanulies 
are reduc dco beggary and want: That fuch 
aman, Mr, Editar, fhould have created en 
aifelcfs office for his coufin, juft to pat three 
thouland pounds a year into his pocket, and 
to take fo much trom the ftice, was, to me, 
ablolurely incredible! 1 fpoke co a brother 
citizen yelkerday, a very honelt, worthy man, 
who isin the Direction, J atked him tf it 
was true, that William Burke, Eig, was ap- 
pointed Mr. Edmund Burke's Deputy in 
India, and uf it was true that no fuch ap- 
poinement did exifl, in the ume of that pro- 
tufe Minifter, Lord North, as Mr. Burke for- 
metly defcribed him? He told me, “ |i cer- 
“* cainly is fo; no fuch appointment dud caitt 

46 it 
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$* an Lord North's time. 1 have examined 
“ the Records of the Company, and I find 
§ that Wilkem Burke, K/q, was appointed, by 
“ the Lords of the Treafury, Deputy to 
“ Edmund Burke, Efq, at the recommendation | 
S of the faid Edmund Burke, Efq; and that 
‘¢ this appointment was notified to us by 
““ Ricberd Burke, Efq, a few days before the 
s* death of the Marquis of Rockingham ; and 
“* I can further tell you, my friend, that the 
“ appointment is worfe than ufelefs—it is 
‘*, mifchievous.”——Really, Me. Editor, I can 
find no inftance like this, of a wafte of public 
money for private purpofes, by Mr. rlaftings, 


Broad-firtet, 
ug. 3, 1783. 


A CITIZEN, 
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LETTER Wk 


Mr. Eoitoz. 


Serious and attentive perufal of fome 

late publications, excited my curiofity 

in a very great degree, to be fully informed 
of the conduét of our great men towards Mr. 
Haftings, Amongft us old fathioned folks 
in the city, he is a man, whofe extraordinary 
and perfevering character has attracted our 
particular attention. All people allow him 
to be a defpifer of moncy. I never heard 
of him foliciting a Peerage, or even the title 
of a Baronet of Great- Britain from any Mini- 
fter, He has neither family nor parliamentary 
intereft, nor has his agent Mr.Scott, atrempt- 
ed to torce himfelf into the Lower Houfe, 
that he may mect Mr, Burke upon equal 
terms. Our city oracles fay, that Mr. Haft- 
ings pofleffes very great abilities, with un- 
common application co bufinefs; and my 
worthy 
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ewerthy friend the DireGor, tells me, that 
even his enemies in the India~Houfe, allow 
him to be a found politician, an able ftatef- 
man, and a fkiiful financier, He added, even 
the croakers, who would perfuade us all was 
Joft, have held down their heads abafhed and 
afhamed, fince we received the accounts of 
our Jate fucceffes, and the Marrata peace. I 
dately afked a friend of mine, who has four 
votes, and great intereft in the Proprietary, 
what would have been the confequence had 
Mr, Haftings been recalled in 1782? We 
fhould have loft India, he replicd; a new 
Governor could not have raifed the fupplies, 
and our negociations with the Marratas muft 
have been fufpended. As you with to be ac- 
quainted with our politics in Leadenhall- 
ftreet, I will give you a fhort hiftory of them. 
When Lord North laid violent hands upon 
the Company, in 1773, Mr. Haftings was the 
Governor of Bengal; 1t was thought pra- 
dent to continue him, buc two Gearlemen 

owerfully connected, were fent out in the 
Council, and upon the breaking out of the 
difputes in Bengal, Lord North and his 
friends determined to remove Mr. Haftings; 
they procured a majority of one vote 


amongit 


( 5 ) 

#nongtt the Directors, feveral of whom én- 
joyed Government contraéts, to Second theif 
views; but the Proprietors overiet the at- 
tempts of the Miniftry, and in this virtuous 
ftruggle, were even affifted by the Duke of 
Richmond, and all the good men of the 
Rockingham party, who ufed to fay in chofe 
days, that the Ealt-India Company ought not 
to be managed by John Robinfon. You and: 
1, my friend, have lived to fee ftrange altera- 
wons, The two powerful men, General Cla- 
yering and Colonel Monfon died , then it 
was that Lord North thewed a defire to fup- 
port Mr. Haftings; and tho’ he had taken 
much j«..s to remove him, in 1776, yet in 
780, and 1781, he was the very man who 
propoted him to be continued at the head of 
the Govern ct. Sce, my friend, how mat- 
ters are carried on in this filly country, for 
though Mr. Haft.ngs had committed no 
crime, yet his former friends, the Rocking- 
hams, dclerted him the moment Lord North 
rook him up! ‘Thus matters went on cill 
March, 1782. You res.ember with what ad- 
vantages the Rockingham people then came 
in, and in how Inghalgat many of us in 

the 
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the. city held Edmund Burke, the’ pariegyritt 
of that parry. We were tired of the Ameri. 
can war; we heard of nothing but defeats in 
all quarters. Many of our friends were fo 
far impofed upon, and led away by the in- 
flammatory fpeeches of Mr. Fox and Mr. 
Burke, that we believed Lord North to be 
the moft extravagant, abandoned, and flagiti- 
ous Minifter:chat this country had ever been 
curfed with. To be fure in thote days, we 
never thought thefe three men could kifs and 
be friends in lefs than a year, fo ignorant 
we citizens are of high life!——We gave 
the new men credit for every thing they did, 
and every thing they faid; even Lord Red» 
ney’s recal and Mr, Burke’s attack upon 
him, did not excite the popular refentment ; 
what then could the friends of Mr Hatftings 
expect ? An abfent man; no family or pare 
liamentary intereft; the falary of his office 
twenty-five thoufand pounds a year; a profs 
pect opening of further removals; for Mir, 
Haftings once difpofed of, Mr. Hornby, Mr, 
Wheler, and Mr.Macpherfon would foon have 
followed: The falaries of thefe Gentlemen 
amounting to fixty one thoufand pounds a 
year, independent of the great power and 
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patronage annexed to their offices. Think 
my friend, what a temptation to the many 
needy dependents of our great men, who 
were themiclves, moft of them, at leaft, in 
the greatelt diltrefs, and in debt co every one 
thar would truft them! Such a profpect was, 
indeed, cnough to allure almoft every gambler 
at Brooks's, to the flandard of the Minifter. 
Two Committees fittng, the virtuous Ed- 
mund Burke, and the immaculate General 
Richard Smith, the leading members of one 
of them. Popular prejud.ces trong, what 
then had the Miniltry co fear? Vidtory waa 
fecure , they hadonly tou fix the mode of at- 
tack. To be fure there were fome members 
of the cabinet, to their eternal honor be it 
fpoken, who thought the long and faithful 
fervices of Mr. Waftiogs, his fpirit, and de- 
cilon during the war, his rebet of the Car- 
natic, and his wonderful exertions in every 
part, delerved a better return chan a difgrace- 
ful and ignominious removal, but they were 
borne down by the weight ot the Rockingham 
party, and compelled to fubmit. ‘The teme- 
rity and prefumption of Mr, Uaftings’s ene- 
mies did, whut his great merits would not 
otherwife have enabled him to do: it left him - 

C to 
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to fave India. The Minifters ordercd che 
Directors to do, what the Proprictors in, the 
end would not permit them to perform. Ifa 
Bill had been produced in May, 1982, Mr. 
Burke and his friends might have hurried jt 
through mm amonth; but they had fo com- 
pletely filenced Lord North, who fcarcely ap- 
peared, except in defence of Mr. Rigby, that 
they did not conceive any body of men would 
be hardy enough to difpute cheir pleafure, 
when it came forth in the form .of a vote of 
the Houfe of Commons. When this vote 
did pafs, though the fate o€ India depended 
wpon the wifdom of it, there were fewer 
Members prefent, as our Epfom friend tells 
me, than generally attend a common Turn- 
pike Bill. Mr. Johnitone told them then, 
that the vote would be nugatory if the Com- 
pany differed from the Floufe in opinion, as 
to the merits ct Mr. Llaftings ; bur Mr Fox, 
and Mr. Burle, in the heyheof their power 
and popular.y, treate] this wholefone hint 
with difregard, ‘* Who dare difpute a vote 
“of this Eloute?” was the laconic reply, 
and che niniterial frac was fent ¢3 che Indra 
Houle, where thirteen Directors, including 
the Chairs, vere obedient to the mandate, But 

now 
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now was the time, my friend, for Mr. Fox 
and Mr. Burke to find, that they were not 
quite fo powerful on this fide Femple-bar as 
at Weltminfter. The independent Proprietors 
who owed Mr. Haftings proteétion and 
fupport, an return for long fervice, tried fi- 
dehey, and found integrity, in difficult and 
tempong Gtuauor, were determined to judge 
for themfelves. The refult you know, and in 
your acxe leecer afk Mr. box, Mr. Burke, 
and we tirteen Directors of their party, 
Uetiey so aot think the Pruprieturs perform. 
el yoo f rvice tu their country and the Kal? 
Fadia Compsoy, whea they preferved Me, 
aftiugs wn the govern nent of Beogal. 


Theic, Nic. Editor, ar my neighbour's fen- 
uments, and his words, as nearly as] can res 
calketthem., You thall have my ops .ion in 
another lerier, 


Bread fre, 
Auge 4, t"53 
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LE T T ER IV, 


Ma. Eviror, 


N reading Mr. Scott’s preface to his letters, 

I was a good deal ftruck, by the account 
de has given of Mr. “Burke’s moving for 
papers of fo old a date a+ 1776, to be Jaid be- 
fore the Houfe of Commons, with a view of 
making the world fuppole that Mr. I faftings 
had about that time been gunty of fume act 
of delinquency, or at lealt that a difcovery 
of former mudeeds had then been made. We 
all of us know, Mr. Lditar, frow Ruddy 
Mr. Buike ftood up in the Houte of Com- 
mons, in defence of two men, whom tour 
great lawyers had thoughr proper objets of a 
public profecution, aud whom the late mi. 
niftry had folemnjy difmiffed from ther of- 
fices. The rcafons aligned by Mr. Burke, 
for reftoring ther to cherr Rations were “ be. 
caufe delinquency had not been proved a- 
gaintt 
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gainft them,” and ‘* that it would be hard ta 
punifh men urconvicted of any crimes: — 
Now, Mr. Ecscor, at was nitural for me to 
enquire particularly whar vrounds Mr. Burke 
had for fuppofing Mr. Hlaftays to be a de- 
linguent, nay, for affrtirg that he was one? 
Either thele grourds maft be very ftrong, [ 
faid to myfelf, ot Mr. Burke muft be a very 
bad man ~ for in one infkance he reftores men 
to refponfidle offices, a. aintt whom there 
were the ftrongeft jufp:cions of mal practices, 
and in another cafe, he potitively pronounces 
a Gentleman in high office, a notorious de- 
linquent, p evious to his even calling for rbe 
proots. Indeed, Mr. Ed tor, the proofs ought 
to be very ftrong to juftity Mr. Burke, in 
ufing fuch fanguage. Mr. Score has already 
detected the falie ftatement of the opinion of 
the feveral lawyers who were coninited, and 
he has proved from their own words, that in- 
ttead of advifing a profeguten, as the Ninth 
Report ftates, they actually did the very re- 
veric, In looking over the appendix, I was 
much itruck with the opinion of John Smith 
of Drapers Hall, the Company's Solicitor, 
a fhrewd, fenfible, long-headed man; and if 
he, Mr. Editor, gave fuch an opinion in 176, 

as 
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as I now copy from the Appendix to the 
Ninth Report, No. t11, A. what, I afk 
you, and through your means I defire to afk 
Mr. Burke, can any Member of Parliament 
make of thefe charges in the Autumn or 
Winter of 1733? 


“ Upon the whole of this evidence, I can- 
*© not bring myfelf to think, that there is 
* (ufficient ground for the Company to com- 
mence a fuit againft Mr. Elanings, for re. 
covery of thofe fums to which my ubfr- 
vations are confined ; [mean all the fumis 
flated, except the Jack and an half upon 
which the opinicn of countcl has been 
‘taken, The proof is excecdingly con- 
“ fufed, but when 1 confider the cageructs 
the majority gf the council have fhewn to 
eftablith thofe charges ; she extraordsnary 
meafuies they purjued for the purpoje, the 
very ealy mode of proving the facts f 
true; the very flender proof (uf any thac 
“is given, the obfervation arifing upon the 
“ face of the proof, and the flat contra- 
* diction of Muny Begum; thele various 
“ circumf{tances, on my mind, amount al- 
“ molt to an abjolute convidtion, that the ftory 
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‘t raenet be irae. WU the fact hed been true, 
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the perfons mentioned by Nundcomar, zs 
thofe through whofe hands the firft four 
articles were paid, might hawe beem ex- 
armed, and they muft bave preved the 
facts, buc it does not appear, that any ont 
of them was called upon, although moft 
of them were refident in Calcutta. This 
proof would have been eafy snd certain; 
if any thing had been given for procanng 
the Narbfhip for Goordais, he muft have 
known it; but he was not afked a queftion 
upon that fubct: The only witnefles 
that attempr any proof are Nundcomar, 
and his fon in-law Goordais, As to Nund- 
comar, if brs bid character was not too 
well eftablifned, not to defe:ve credit, the 
manner in witch be rolls ths ftary would 
deftroy his ered. In the ourfet, he avows 
making thofe carges ayaintt Mr. Plaftings, 
only becaufe he frared complaints woukd 
be rade ag nfl hin felf, and becaule he 
was anvry at Mr. Elaitings thewing difie- 
fpek w hun, and tavour co others, He 
ftaces the moucy ail to have been paid 
in Auguit, Sepremb«r, Ottoler, and No- 
vember 1772, but the letter produced by 

“him 
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* him, ih confirmation of this ftory, is not 
** pretended to be received till 1773, long 
** after the payments are pretended to be 
** made; yet the letter »mports the requelt of 
‘* a loan, to make a payment of One Hundred. 
“ Thoufand Rupees, If Nundcomar had 
* either paid or engaged to pay fuch large 
“ fums for Muny Begum, no doubt in the 
* letter, he is fuppofed to have written to her, 
“ he would have informed her of it. I can- 
“* not help thinking that this letter was forg- 
és ed.” 


Here, Mr. Editor, I have given you John 
Smith's opinion. The fentiments of the 
counfellors were equally honorable for Mr. 
Haflings, ‘fhe matter dropped ; yet at this 
diftance of time, Mr, Burke revives it. In- 
deed, indeed, Mr, Editor, chefe are fhame- 
ful procedings. {[s this to be one of the 
biciitd effeéts of the coalition, that Lord 
North thall aflift Mr. Burke in the perfecu- 
tian of fo grest a character as Mr. Haftings? 
I cannat think fo favorably of Lord North's 
conduét as Mr. Scott does; but I venture to 
prophecy, Mr. Editor, that Edmund Burke 
will be as unfuccefsful in attacking the cha- 

racter 
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raéier and honeft fame of Mr. Haftings, as 
he was in defending the men whom. he te- 
(tored fome time ago to their offices. 


When I fee fuch fcandalous doings going 
forward, I cannot forbear (peaking out. If I 
go to "Change, to the London Tavern, or 
the Queen’s Arms, I meet, nothing but long 
faces: that we are a ruined nation all men 
agree, and if Lord North, by his meafures, 
has not brought ys to this fad pafs, Mr. Fox 
and Mr.Burke, by their oppofition, have done 
it. Who would have thought, Mr. Editor, 
that after fuch bitterenmity, thele men could 
have joined, for no other purpofe than to 
fhare amongft themfelves, and their depend. 
ants, the lutle that is left! Here we fee 
Lord North with places for himfelf, his fons, 
coufins, and others, to a great amount. Then 
again we behold Mr. Burke with places of 
old flanding, or newly created, in che pof- 
feffion of himf{elf, his fon, brother, and cou- 
fins, to the enormous amount, as I have feen 
in print, of 25,5001. a year. Then again 
Mr. Fox with lis conneétions at the Treafury, 
Admiralty, &c.—Thus cividing the parron- 
age of England — them, and not con- 

tented 
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tented with that, we have feen Mr. Burke 
attacking in 2 Shameful manner, (as every 
man in the city allows, even the few friends 
that are left to Edmund Burke aHow it) a 
man, who amidf all the ftruggle for places’ 
and power in ths abandoned country, has 
proceeded in a fpirited and honorable dif- 
charge of his duty, and has had the glory to 
fave India before he knew of che peace in 
Ejprope: Fhat Mr. Burke from intereft, 
paffion, envy, and difappomtment, fhould be- 
have as he has done, it is not to be wonder- 
ed at; but that Lord North thould a& the 
part of Noll Bluff to this Sic Jofeph, is ia- 
deed moft extraordinary ! 


A CITIZEN. 


Broad-ftrect, 6:b Augifi 4783. 


LETTER 
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Lr ET T BR YV 


Ma. Eoiron, 


Dined yefterday with a frend in Surry, 
who has a &at in parhament, and in his. 
parlour window lay the roth report of the 
Selett Committee. “ Whar the duce!” ex- 
claimed I-—“ snother report from chat in- 
“ duftrious, aupartial, and indefarigable bo- 
e dy #'—* Yes,” replied che Member, ** and 
“a very fevere one coo,"—-“ I think quae 
“ the contrary,” fard my friend, the Pro- 
prietor, who was pref‘ent; “2 have read 
with atteation, but can fiad novhing ig 
seto the difadvantage of Ms, Haftings: ic 
will doubtiels be complewly’ anfwered ; 
but as 1 have fome lithe knewlege of 
India matters, picked up by a conftant at 
tendance at General Courts, readiag all 
India pamphlets, and having, for a Bengat 
BOR- 
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correfpondent, a very intelligent young man, 
my nephew William; I could not read the 
Tenth Report without putting the reflections, 
that occurred at the time, upon paper, and 
they are at the fervice of my friend the Cin- 
zen, if he chufes to make them the fubjet 
of his two nexe letters.”"~--To be fure, 
Mr. Editor, I readily accepted his offer, and 
1 hope the following account will be as ac- 


ceptable to your numerous readers, as, ] con- 
fels to you, it was to me, 


‘ Mr, Haftings has faid, and the enth 
* of the obfervation will ilrike every man who 
* attentively reads the Tench Keport, That 
* chere is no propofition which the wit of 
* man can devile, which the wit of man can- 
* not find plaufible, and perhaps even juft 
© caufe of cenfure, by a falfe and paitial re- 
© view of it; and J, of all men, may be al- 
* lowed to dread this treatment, after having 
* invariably experienced it in every iafance 
* of my public life.’ 


The Tenth Report is in fad the {prech 
made by General Richard Smith, at a Court 
of Proprietors, onthe 24th of October Iaft, 

enlarged 
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entanged and improved. I remember the- 
General told us then, that rhough we would 
not hear him, he woukd take care to be heard 
in another place; and { was prefent. wher Be 
made his complaint in Parliament, that he 
was interrupted by clamour by the Proprie- 
tors, though urluckily he forgot to ftate chat 
he was heard for wpwards of an hour with 
gfeat @ttention 5 it is true, the Court would 
not patiently arrend to a fecond Philippic 
from him, on the fame dsy. The Report 
ftarea what the General then faid, that Mr. 
Haftings went up to Benares, with a view of 
getting fifty lacks of rupees, for the Com- 
pany, from Cheyt Sing, but being difap- 
pointed, he perfuaded tke Vizier to feize the 
treafures of his mother, for the Company's 
fervice, under the pretence of his having le- 
vied troops for Cheyt Sing at the time of his 
revolt, through her eunuchs, Jewar Ally 
Cawn, and Behar Ally Cawn.” The General 
lud:croufly compared thefe men, and their 
efforts, to Pachierotti and Tenducci, exciting 
a revolt in London ——-This is the outline 
of General Richard Smith's fpeech on that 
day of triamph for Mr. Heftings, and it is 
the outline of the Tenth Report too. In the 

Re. 
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Report, as in the fpeech, there are many artful 
appeals to the paffions and prejudices of the 
moment, but the {cfpe@ed compiler of it has 
at laft talked himfelf out of all credic. In- 
deed his profeffions and his adtions are proved 
to have been fo fer at variance, that men will, 
in future, examine for themifelves, and not 
take for matter of fact, the fublime rapfadies 
of the perfon who proreded two public de- 
faulcers, and profecuted Lord Rodney and 
Mr, Haftings ;~-who from being the calum- 
niator, is become the panygerift of Lord 
North,—-and who earneftly recommending, 
ceconomy when out of place, was the perfon 
to folicit the eftablidhment of a finecure 
office, when in place, for the emolument of 
a near relation. The people of Engjand 
having, by fad misfortune, recovered their 
fober fenfes, and feeing how milerably they 
were difappointed when they trufted to the 
flowery profeflions of Mr. Burke ;———— 
perhaps the following plain narration 
af authentic facts may now be oppofed, 
with fuccefs, to the (plendid mufreprefenta- 
tions contained in the Tenth Report. | 
find, by my nephew William's letrers, chat 
the lace Vizier died in che month of 


January, 
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January, 1775, and. that he w esfuppofed 
to leave behind him above two million 


fering, in {pecie and Leper 





tom ‘of the Kai, + my in 
: par ore nes and by 
that means fell into che the Begum, 


the wite of the Yisier, When Affolph ul 
Dowlsts fucceeded his father, he found a 
large army greatly in arrcars, clamorous, and 
mucinous for want of pay, and he himéelf de- 
prived of his father’s treafures, which of righc 
Belonged to‘him, was unabie to [atisfy their 
juft demands. The peefeace of the Englith 
army faved his life more than once, ———-F re- 
quent applications were made to the old 
woman, the mother of Affolph u) Dowlah, 
for his father’s treafures, but without fuccefs. 
In October, 1775, Mir. John Britow went to 
Fyzsbad, and he writes to the Supreme Coun- 
cil, Appendix, No. 1,» “ thac in explaining 
“* particularly to the Begum, in writing, 
* how impoffible it was forthe Nabob to 
* condud his government without further 
* affiftance. I further infinuaced to her, that 
“ che creafures fhe poflefied, were the srea- 


** farts of the fats, a4 foe had not faccecded 
“ t 
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“ to chem-by any fegal right, atid that they 
* had been hoarded ‘up to provide apein? ax 
“ emergency.” 


After fome negociation, the ofd woman 
confented to pay thirty lacks of rupees, on 
condition Mr. Briftow would engage, on the 
pat of the Company, that no further de- 
stands thould be made upon her.—-This he 


‘was Obliged to confent tof without waiting for 
‘4 ructions from the Supreme Council ; and 
they approved the meafure, fince it was abio- 
utely neceffary.-—- There were feveral dil 
putes between the Begum’s Eunuchs and the 
Vizier’s Minifter, relative to the nacure of 
effedts which were paid in part of the thirty 
lacks, and the Begum herfelf wrote a very 
violent letter to Mr. Haftings, on part of 
Wwhich Mr. Francis males the following ob- 
rvation, ‘* I cannat conceive the (the Be- 
* gum) has the leaft right to interfere in the 
“ Nabob’s government. loa country where 
q women are not allowed a free agency, in 
the mott trifling domeftic affairs, it feems 
“< extraordinary that this lady fhould prefume 
“ coralk of appainting Minifters, and go- 
“ verning kingdoma. Upon the whole, | 
* look 
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% jaok upon the leceer as not of her writtag, 
“ who probably cannat read, but as thé com- 
“ pofition of fome of her fervantes perheps 
‘\ of the Ewsuck who brings tt,” 


The Begum's complaints were fent to Mr. 
Britow, and his obfervations upon them wilt 
perhaps throw as much light upon the real 
character ef the Begum, and her Eunuchs, as 
the commuttee’s refie€lions on Leutenane Co- 
bone] Harpur’s evidence, who quitted Bengat 
ten years apo, and before the death of Swjah 
Dowlah, which event made the Eunuths of 
confequence in Oude, 


Mr. Briftow fays, ‘* In making this com- 
* plac, the Begum forgets the improper 
“* conduct of her own fervants, whe have hi- 
‘“ therta prelerved a total sndependence of the 
** Nadot’s authority, beac the officers of his ga- 
** verament, and refufed oledtence to bis Pére- 
“© cannabs,——- The Begum’s Eunuchs did 
* indultrioully fpread reports of Murteza 
* Cawn’s il intentions, to break into the 
*« Zenana, and fe.ze all che effects and mone 
““thac could be found,—The Begum had 
** great intercit in’ the late Vizier’s cme. 
E * Oa 
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“* On the Nabob’s acceffion, he at once placed 
“. the {ole management in the hands of Mur- 
** teza Cawn, which difgufted both her and 
“ her adherents, particularly their Eunuchs, 
“* subo bave their views in keeping the wealth in 
* the Begum’s poffefien. The principal, Bahar 
** Ally Cawn enjoys ber entire confidence.” Mie. 
Briftow fends the Supreme Council, w:th thefe 
remarks, a jetter from the Begum to him, 
which concludes thus, ‘* Caufe the 56 lacks 
*¢ «@ be reftored to me ; do not you then take 
“* any part in the affair, and then let Affolph 
* ul Dowla, and Musteza Cawn, in whatever 
“< manner they are able, take fums of money from 
“© me. They will then fee the canfequences.” 


You fhall have the remainder of my 
triend’s remarks, Mr. Edicor, in another 
letter. 


Bread-firest, 
Mag. 30,1783, 


A CITIZEN, 
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LETTER VI. 


Mr. Eprros, 


Now fend you the remainder of my friend 
the Proprietor’s account. 


“« The agreement between the Vizier and 
his mother, to which Mr. Briftow, on the 
part of the Company, was guarantee, was ex- 
ecuted on the 15th of Oxtober, 1975, but it 
was not until the 7th of July, 1776, that the 
paid the balance, or gave alignments, and 
then the Vizier was obliged cto fubmu to a 
confiderable deduction from the fum fpeci« 
fied.in the original treaty. And Mr. Briftow 
obferved to the fupreme Council, “ the Be- 
** gum can make no great claim on the Com, 
* pany for proteCtion, when fhe ber{eif has ine 
“* fringed the conditions of the treaty, of which 
** hey were the guarantees.” In the lame let. 

ter, 
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ter, dated 2d of January, 19496, Mr. Briftow 
fays, ‘*‘ How far fhe (the Begum) may be 
** better affected to the Englith than the Na- 
* bob, | leave to the confidecration of the 
“: Honorable Board, from the following fat. 
“On che conclufion of the treaty between 
“« the Company and the Nabob, the Begum 
“blamed his Excellency very highly, and 
*¢ infifted on his not ceding Benares, offering 
S of berfelf afum of money in lieu of it,"— 
Mr. Briftow writes to the Begum in reply te 
a letter of complaint fiom her. ‘ With re- 
“* fpect to your Highnefs jaghiers, the Nabob 
** agrees to one method, which 1s, that you 
“« sive them up entirely, and initead thereof 
receive a menthi i end, through the 
* channel of any perfon you chocf: 6 fix on; 


**for the Nabob obferved tu ine, thut twe 
*\vulers were too much for one «i ntry By 


“ this propofal, the Nabob is defi. wus of pro- 
‘‘ moting your Highnefs’ quiet, tranqu-inty, 
* and fatisfaétion. The Nabob fays that in 
“this cafe you will have no vexation, and 
“will conftantly receive your ftipend with- 
* out trouble.” 


Thig 
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This extract proves that the idea of re- 
fuining the Begum’s jaghier was entertained 
as eariy a8 3776 by the Vizier, and not, as is 
infinuated in the report, mentioned to him, 
for the Girft time in 1781, by Mr. Haftings. 


The Vizier however could not procure his 
mother’s confent, to accept an annual fud 
in Jiev of her jaghier, and her Eunuchs were 
in poffefion of very great power and influ- 
ence, till the ume of Cheyt Sing’s revolt, Hee. 
activity in his behalf, is proved beyond the 
pomibility of a doubr—I Jer difaffsA@ion, and 
the intrigues of her Eunuchs were equally 
well proved. Was not Mr. Haflings, under 
fuch circumfances, Arictiy juftifiable in with- 
drawing our guurantee, and by that means 
enabling the Vizier co poffels himlf af thofe 
qreafures which were his undoubted righ, 
ang which were to be applied to the prefling 
gxigoncics of the Eaft-India Company? 
However pathetically Mr. Edmund Burke 
may talk of thele matters, bis pretended hy- 
wanity will no longer deceive in the Cisg ; 
aad my nephew, William, afluicd me in one 
@f his laft letters, that we owe the preferva- 


tion 
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tion of Ind!a, to the confiderable fum of f- 

ven hundred thoufand pounds, whith we re- 

ceived from the Vizier in February 1782; 

that he could not have paid this money, ex- 

ecept from the hoarded treafures of his de- 
geafed father, and thofe ought to have been 

in his poffeffion many years ago, fince the 

Begum, had not che f{malleft right to retain 

oe is the true ftate of a tranf- 
ion, which the ingenuity of the compiler 

of the tenth report, has turned and twifted fo 

as to bewilder a man of common underftand- 

ing. An old lady immured by cuftom in a 

feraglio for life, was perinitted by us, to re- 

tain a large treafure, the property of her 

fon; fhe employs this moncy, and her exten- 


five influence, _in op fition to the Britith 
t—-She 1s compelled in conk- 

Sear te raingvith the treafure — no further 
violence is offered, nor are her Eunuchs ill 
treated, though well deferving an exemplary 
punifhment. Lealt the term Eunuch thould 
infpire my worthy fellow citizens with the 
idea of a poor, miferable, fqueaking, Italian 
ballad finger, I will capy an account of a 
difturbance excited by an Eunuch in Oude, 
as 
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as it was fent to me by my nephew Wil- 


liam, in 1776. 


Cojee Bullaun a complete Eunuch, was.the 
favorite general of Sujah Dowlah, and very 
well known to General Smith and Sir Robert 
‘Barker. His influence at the court of Oude 
was confiderably Ieffened by che death of 
Sujah Dowlah, though he was continued by 
his fucceffor at the head of a large body 
of his forces, He was jealous of Murteza 
Cawn, the favorite mimiter of Affolph ul 
Dowlah, and was fuppof:d to have entered 
into engagements with Saudut Ally and the 
Begum, for the depofition of the Nabob, and 
the deftruction of his miniiter. In Decem- 
ber, 1775, Cojyee Bullaun, according to a pre- 
concerted plan, invited the minifter, Murteza 
Cawn, to an etertainment with feveral of his 
principal friends. The Company drank hard, 
the dancing girls were called in, and, ‘efter 4 
hitde ame, Murteza Cawn, the prime mini- 
fter, was carried in a ftate of stoxication in- 
to another room, and there inhumanly mur- 
dered.— After perpetrating this thocking aét, 
Cojee Baffaun, with his {word drawn, ruthed 
into the prefence of the Vizter, and was ad- 


vancing 
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vanGing dewerdy his perfon, either t6 fciae 
him, or to put himvto death.— Buflaun had 
drank hard himfelf, and betrayed fuch trong 
harks of cotfufion in his coentenaace, that 
the Vizier with great prefence of mitid called 
out * Will no one rid me of this ceaitor?*— 
twenty fwords were drawn, and :n an inftant 
Cojce Buffaun was cut to pieces, Saudue 
Ally fed with a few of his confidential st- 
tendants, mor were the parties concerned in 
the phot ever difcovered; fo far is clear, 
Murtteza Cawn, the Vizier’s prime minifter 
was murdered by the Eunuch, Cojee Boffaun, 
who was himfelf put to death by the Vazier’s 
attendants.—I relate this fact to prove that 
Eumuichs in India are bold, intriguing, and 
enterprifing men, nor was it right in Generat, 
Smith to attempt to miflead us, by compar- 
ing them to Patmoretti and Tendyeci; he 
knew better, though fome of us perhaps did 
hut. 


In the tenth report there are fome 
open a traniaction, which | theughit cou 
not be related co the diferedit of Mr. Fait 
ings. He reccived a prefent of ten lacks 
rupees from the Vizier and his mimfters, 
tol 
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wold the Gompany of it. He received other 
prefents, 59 the ampyat of nine lacks spqre, 
making ip al} one bandred and niacty 
iand pounds fterhng. This large fum he 
paid into the Company’ ireatury, Le dogg, 
pug ewen couch 3 farthing of the intereft ‘of 
it, inftead of retasaing the principal, which 
would have enablal hup to yvys with the 
gansblers at Hrooks's, co be ragked as 9 comp 
panion tor punces of the blead rayal of 
France, and to lave procured kumflf and g 
few of his iricads, {cats in a certain aflembly, 
ai the mex gensral edeéiien, by brivery. The 
cooipuer at the centh report hay had wit and 
ingenuity enough to Gnd gut chat “* whep 
* chele facts occome kagwn ip lade, it ip te 
“* be feared that the fervaots of the Campeny 
“will be inclined tg Jeflen their FEVRTENCE 
“* and refpedt to thelr acts of parliament 
“whieh were made ty reficgin shem in pute 
“Just of weaith ; and hat they will be apr 
“to reconcile co their own minds, any deyta- 
tion trom a theadt ubedjence, by quoting 
“the example of the GavernorGenera), a 
“a cule by which they may guide sheis owe 
“ copdudt j* 


¥F 1 con- 
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I conceive ic impoffitle thet a tranfzficn 
fo honorable to-Mr. Fatings in every point 
of view, can operate to the difadvantage of 
thre tate, unlefs indeed, the fervants of the 
Company feeing chat a man who has ferved 
faithfully and honeftly for above three and 
thirty years, and when he has every reafon to 
beheve his fervice is drawing towards a clofe, 
candidly declares that he has received pre- 
fents tothe amount of one hundred and ninety 
thoufand pounds, and accounts to the public 
treafury for every thillieg of the piincipal 
and intereft, :f fuch aman, inftead of receiv- 
ing trom his conftituents a part of this fum, 
a life intereft in a part of it, or even the meft 
trifling mark of approbation, fhall lave the 
mortification to be abufed for fo fingular an 


“GE of dilincercltcdnels and THER ¢ Tas 
tranfa@ion thall be milreprefented without 
doors, and be the fubject of a parliamentary 
Report, if thar Repore fhall be prefented to 
the Houf of Commons by aman who fervid 
in Bengal four years and feven months only, 
in a ftation inferior to Mr. Haftings, but who 
was permitted by the Court of Du:rectors to 
getain a prefent to the amourt of thirty -fy 


thoufand 
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thoufand pounds, although he actually made 
the Company pay for all the prefents he 
made in his public chara@er, to the amoun? 
of abeve fixtcen thoufand pounds, and Se 
“tained in his own Wands thofe he recetved ia 
returo,; if, | fay, the fervants of the Come 
pany obferve, how unequally rewards, and 
commendations are conferred upon different 
men, as the fpirrt of party, rather than that 
af juftice prevail, then, and chen only, can 
this honorable aft of the Governor-General 
operate to the difadvantage of the ftate, by in- 
ducing theCompany’s fervants in India to be- 
lieve, that no rectitude of conduct can fcreen 
them from the malignant invettives of par- 
ty malice, patriotic fpleen, and interefted 
mifreprefentation.” 


- Ehele, Mr.Editor, are my friend’s remarks, 
I will give you my homely fentiments in 
another Letter. 
Bread-firent, Mugu? 11,3733, 


A CITIZEN, 


LETTER vr. 


Mr. Esiron, 


M ¥ goed friend and neighbour, the 
Ptoptietor, called upen me tat night, 
With fome further retniirks upon the Tenth 
Report, which I now tranferibe, not doubt. 
fg bur that you and your Readers will be 
Afiufed and intruded by them. 


** T cannot help noticing a very curious af- 
fertion contained in the Tenth Keport: 
© That the decifion of the Court of Direc- 
tors, 4s to the ven lecks of Rupees given By 
the Vizier and his Minifter to Mr. Fheftings 
was very unjuft.” Ic appears ta me that 
thefe five or fix virtuous Reporters (not pof- 
feffittg amofg thém a shilling of property in 
Jadia-ftock) would perfuade the Court of Di- 
rectors co return this money, becaufe they re- 
prefent the Vizier td be a vaffal of the Com- 


pany’s 
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pany’s. Surely neither che Chaitmasi, Sir 
Henry Fittchtr, nor any of the Disettors; will 
permit one of two men behind the cUrtain to 
manage the affairs of the Eatt- hide Com 
piny. If any perfon fhould propefe, either 
id a Court of Diteétors, or in a Committee 
of Cotrefpondence, to fend orders to the 
Governor-General and Council, to-pay back 
thefe een lacks of Rupees to the Visier, we 
fhould be at no lofs to guefs from whet quar- 
tér that perfon, bringing forward fuch a pro- 
polition, was advited and dire&ted, but 
fhould a fingle Direétor adopt the ideas of 
the Seke& Commie, after having given or- 
ders feveral mon:hs ago upon the fobjed, 
which were highly ptoper (becaufe they do 
hot preclude the Eaft-India Company from 
vewardiog hereafrer che important fervices of 
Mr, Haftings) 1 hope chere will be firmnefs 
énough in a majority of the Direétors to re- 
fit the progofition. TE we are to adope this 
wild idea of Mr. Burke, fer us a@ confittent- 
fy. That gentternan's humanity is fo frb- 
Rrvient to his party views, that from him 
partial juftice crly can be expe&ed: but tec 
ine atk General Richard Smith, ¥ tre Em- 
peror Shaw Alfum, the King of the world, 


Was 
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Was not a vaffal.of theCompang, and as poor 
#s any king upon earth, when the General ac- 
cepted prefents from him? Why not require 
the General to return them all? I believe rhe 
€afh would be very acceptable to his Ma- 
jefty, for my nephew William, writes me, 
that from the time he quitted the Enghith, 
he has fuffered the greateft diftrefa. Why 
not order the Company to pay his arrears of 
tribute, for we have fome patriots amongft us, 
who fay we had no right to withhold it? 
Why not pay back to the poor diftraffed 
unhappy Nabob of Arcot, fome of the mo- 
ney that the Company has taken from him? 
and why not call upon many Englifh gentle- 
men to refund the prefents they have received 
from him? Let us, for God’s fake, be a- 
mufed with no more of thefe rapfodies ; 
Mr. Haftings is not a man to make ufe of 
unfair means to procure prefents to himfelf ; 
he has too much {pirit, and too great a difre- 
gard for money to obiain it by improper 
means; if the Company thinks proper to 
retain every fhilling of the money received, 
amounting to 190,000. for tikir own ufe, 
let them do it, they have aright to it; bur 


let not the ingenuity of Edmund Burke per- 
fuade 
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faade the Chairman or any other Direflor of 
his parry, that we fhall be difgraced, if we 
do not pay to the Vizier and his Minifter, the 
sen lacks ot Rupres which they gave to Mr. 
Haftings in September, 178.. I believe there 
1s not a more diftrefied Prince in India, than 
che Raja of Tanjore , why not call upon the 
family of the Burkes ro refund al) that they 
have received from him? and, to conrplete 
with equity, this fyftem of reformation, let 
us fend tranfports from this country, let us 
embark every Enghfhman in India, and fet 
us in future appear there in the charaéter of 
traders only. Jf we are nnt already fick of 
the Uropian fchemes of Edmund Burke, let 
us give the world a fure proof of our moder- 
avon. Having lof America, let us abandon 
india. [ remember the time when General 
Richard Smich poffeffed a very large pro- 
party in India-flock, and when he wifhed two 
be thou,ht the protector of the rights of the 
Taft-India Company. He has now fold out 
even his ingle votre, has declared we are not 
tulvent, and has exerted himfelf by every 
pothble means in his power, both in and out 
of Parliamenr, to remove Mr, Haftings,— 

Surely 
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Surely, neither Mr. Fox, or any ether Mi- 
nifter wijl think of defiring the DireGors to 
employ a perfon in future, who has been fo 
hoftile to us.” 


Here, Mr. Editor, I have giver you my 
#riend’s account at length.—I am a blunt 
cxizen, but in my opinion if is very curious 
that the Sele& Committee fhould fix upgo 
Mr. Haftings’s prefents as the only ones that 
ought ta be returned. To be fure, Mr. 
Editor, it is very generous of Mr. Burke and 
General Smith, to difpofe of other people’s 
money as they do, I wifh I could {ce them 
give up a little of their own with all my 
heart: a plain man lke me muft wonder 
how this money bufinefs can be a proper ob- 
jet of enquiry for a Congmittce inftructed to 
enguire into the ftate of she juaicature in Bengal, 
and how the Brits pafeffiews in India may be 
beft governed.” ‘| he Court ot Proprietors 
are much obliged to the gentlemen for thew 
laudable zeal, and I hope, in return, they 
wil} appoint William Burke, Eig, the Tan- 
jore agent, a Supreme Counfellor ; and Ge- 
neral Smith, to the ggwennaent of Bombay. 





Ag 
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As you may not hear fram me again for a 
month or two, Mr. Editor, [ cannot avoid 
copying, for the edification of your readers, a 
few lines from a very extraordinary book juft 
publithed, entitled, Tée Life of Mr. Fex,— 
‘*e But the public was peculiarly charmed and 
* flruck with admiration, by the generous 
© and difinterefted patriotifm of Mr. Burke, 
* &c, &c. dec.”°—I will not furfeit you by 2 
longer extract, but 1 wifh toknew if Ed- 
mund Burke's coalition with Lord North, 
and fecuring to himfelf and his family 25, 500]. 
a year, are proofs eher of difintercftednefs or 
patriocifm ? If by the Public, the writer 
means the Citizens of London, or the People 
of England, I believe, Mr. Editor, they deem 
all Patriots in the Miniftry, men of words ang 
not of deeds, having been fo grofsly duped 
and deceived by the very beft of ther. 





Bresa-frect, 
Aug. i ft, i 783. 


A CITIZEN. 





